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Attachgd hereto is the ^information left-jtfith me by Mr. I^rold 
Weisberg. wgo you will reme.0er is the critif of the Warren Ctommxssi 
who met you;iriefly in the Mil a week or sojago. 5 



If thencopy of th^ 
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or minute^ attached is th^only 
pired atithe September IK'meet- 
_ ious' malBtei^* Clearly, t^ere 
or the oSher sessions of'ahe 
exceptions’ to the first proposed 



record in tfie Archives what t, 
ing, it would appear to^hm*»-«®* 
are verbatiS transcript availab! 

Commission.^' The treati^daA^J<Q)«« x -- -i 

draft of thi’ report are obviously inadequategsince no real motion 1 

made of them in the attache<fccopy. You will Sote that Wexsbe^ has 

included a ^py of the lett^ to him from the. Archivxst of Unxte 

States undeS* date of May 20fii of this year a^d in the thxrd ^ra- 

qraph of th^ letter the st^ement is made "§b verbatxm tran^rxpt 

of the •Executive Session of September 18, 1984 is known to among 

the records^f the Commissicgi. " The only explanation of thx«.whxch 

I can thinl^f is perhaps tlfe verbatim trans'jSript xs stxll c^ssxfxe 

and not avaxjlable at all. ^isberg requesteg that if you ha^ suffa 

ent interests: in this matter ito make an effoi?| to see the rec<^ds xn 

the Archive?, that you let ^m know first befiause he says heSias 

some other dnforroation whicS he knows you wo&ld want to see l^fore c 

to the trouBle of making a intact at the Archives. 
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With rfiference to his ^neral criticisn^ of the Commiss%n,’ he 
left with four books whi^ he has writtengand which have ^en 
published critical of the C^nmission and I Mve scanned them^l ano 
completely joead the first o§ which was the |nly one that re^xved 
very wide dissemination. hS is schola^y and evidence^a 

tremendous amount of researc*. His basic approach is not to ary to 
prove that 0 ®wald was innoc&t although acceptance of hxs xn^rences 

etc., lead >0 that conclusi<gi. ^ 
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His m&ihod is to restrfct his criticisnfito the actual i^or- 
mation whic^ the Commission ’Aad and he is critical of the Coi^xssxoi 
only to theSdegree that it (^legated too heavily to the staf£> One 
of his strongest points of (fcparture with tM Commission is m the 
number of sjots fired and opi which shots hitcConnally and/or c 
the Presid^t. He complete^ agrees with yoBr thesis that n<^ one 

destroying' the possibility 'that Oswald actefr alone and xndepfendentj 
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Two statements in his book which perhaps are of interest to 
you are on page 188 in his conclusions: 



"The Senators who questioned Marina Oswald at 
that mysterious Sunday night hearing in September, 
1964 have serious doubts about the report that 
were confirmed by her performance," 



"To anyone with any experience in investigation 
or analysis, the most incredible part of the 
Commission's inquiry is its complete lack of 
question or criticism of the police. It just 
is not possible that the police are as incompetent 
as this record shows," 



Weisberg was at one time a Senate investigator and, through 
research, he has apparently become very knowledgable on all aspects 
of the Kennedy Assassination. 

I have any of his books which you may wish to see. 
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Attached hereto is the ^information left-itfith me by Mr. I^rold 
Weisberg, wpo you will remen^er is the criti§^ of the Warren Commissi 

who met you^riefly in the Ifell a week or so^go. — 

o ^ ^ 
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If theccopy of th^fHBiBwraSl* or minute§ attached is th^only 
record in t^e Archives QOn what tAr^^ired atithe September ISi meet- 
ing, it wou$d appear toi seVious maS^ter. Clearly, i^ere 

are verbatiS transcript availabA ^or the oSher sessions of'^he 
Commission.,^- The treati^]|y^ygl^aj£QjJi;Y^xceptioni' to the first pi^pposed 
draft of thi' report are obviously inadequategsince no real motion i 



made of them in the attache(|:;;copy. You will fiote that Weisbera has 
included a SEppy,-of the lett^ to him from the. Archivist of tl^ Unite 
States undeS^ date of May 20^ of this year a^d in the third mra- 
graph of th^ letter the st^ement is made verbatim tran^ript 

of the Exec;ttive Session of September 18, 19Q4 is known to b^ among 
the recordstTpf the Commissic§i. " The only explanation of thi^which 
I can think^f is perhaps t^ verbatim transcript is still ci^ssifie 
and not avaj^able at all. ^isberg requests^ that if you havp suffi 
ent interest^ in this matter ^o make an effor'i to see the rec(^ds in 
the Archives, • that you let l^m know first begause he says he rlias 
some other dinforraation whicl? he knows you wo&ld want to see Irefore c 
to the troi^le of making a intact at the Archives. c 

^ ^ ? a 

With reference to his ^neral criticism^- of the Commission, he 
left with nre four books whic^ he has writter^and which have 
published critical of the C^nmission and I have scanned them ^11 and 
completely ?oead the first oi^ which was the §nly one that received 
veiry wide d^semination. work is schola^y and evidence^ a 

tremendous ^ount of research. His basic approach is not to ^ry to 
prove that Oswald was innoc&t although acceptance of his ini^rences 
etc., lead ^ that conclusi<^. ^ 5 - 

3-3 0.— 
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His mejihod is to restr&t his criticismRto the actual i^^or- 

mation whicg the Commission ^ad and he is critical of the Coi^issior 

only to theodegree that it (^legated too heayily to the staf£. One 

of his strongest points of <feparture with tl^ Commission is oh the 

number of s^ots fired and op:! which shots hitcConnally and/or 

the President. He complete^ agrees with yc®r thesis that n<^ one 

shot hit bo£h President and ::i;he Governor. He apparently belfeves 
tnat there qwere at least f^r shots fired a^d probably moreg thus 

destroying' the possibility 'that Oswald acte& alone and independent] 
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Two statements^ in his book which perhaps are of interest to 
you are on page 188 in his conclusions: 

"The Senators who questioned Marina Oswald at 
that mysterious Sunday night hearing in September, 

1964 have serious doubts about the report that 
were confirmed by her perf opnance . " 

Also; 

"To anyone with any experience in investigation 
or analysis, the most incredible part of the 
Commission's inquiry is its complete lack of 
question or criticism of the police. It just 

is not possible that the police are as incompetent 
as this record shows." 



Weisberg was at one time a Senate investigator and, through 

research, he has apparently become very knowledgable on all aspects 
of the Kennedy Assassination. 

I have any of his books which you may wish to see , 



/ 






t 



■ir t. 




CEC 



CEC : Irr 




v: 

3 

C 



c 

-n 

0 

7 

MM • 

3 

O’ 



"□ 

-1 

O 

CL 

c 

o 

c. 

MM • 

3 

&7 

3 

»< 

•n 

3 



c/3 

fl> 

Cl 

cr 

'< 

&7 

3 

C 

3 



N 

r& 

CL 

•o 



jV 0'*^^ 3 



o 

n> 



a 

o 

o 

oT 

n 



c/3 

c 

fi: 

3 

v; 

3* 

lA 



n> 

•n 

3 

O 

a 

c 



CL 

• 

3 

3* 

r 

C 



O 

m 

O 

t: 

O 



c 

3 



KENNEDY>lCSSASSINATION CO^^ISSION 



o 

3 



Senator: 



aJ 



li 



a 

n 

c 

*o 

cro' 



RUSSELL, Rich^d B. 



A/J 



c 

3 

C 



C/3 ^ Ij s — 

AttachSd hereto is the information left-^ith me by Mr. I^rold 
Weisberg, w§o you will reraeii^er is the criti§- of the Warren Commission 
who met you^riefly in the 1^11 a week or so<jago. — 
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If then copy of th^ 
record in t§fe Archives ^n what t 
ing, it would appear ta 
are verbatiS transcript availab 
Commission.^* The treati^ 
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or minute^ attached is th^only 

ired a tithe September l®!'meet- 

ious' master. Clearly^ t^ere 

or the oiher sessions of^^he 
Z, , 
exceptions’ to the first p 2 ?pposed 



draft of th5‘ report are obviously inadequategsince no real motion is 
made of them in the attachecli^copy. You will Bote that Weisbe:^ has 
included a ssppy of the lett^ to him from thS- Archivist of tl^e United 
States undeS? date of May 20^ of this year agd in the third ^ra- 
graph of th^ letter the st^ement is made verbatim tran^^ript 
of the Exec^ive Session of September 18, 19^4 is known to b^ among 
the recordsrrpf the Commissicgi. '* The only explanation of thi^ which 
I can think^f is perhaps tl^B verbatim transcript is still c^ssified 
and not avaJ^Lable at all. ^isberg requested that if you ha^ suffici 
ent interest^ in this matter ^o make an effof^ to see the recg^ds in 
the Archive^, that you let IgLm know first bej^ause he says he ^as 
some other Conformation whiclS he knows you wog-ld want to see ifefore goi 
to the trouSle of making a (fentact at the Archives. 
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With rfiference to his ^neral criticismSr of the Commissj^n, he 
left with iTi^ four books whiQi he has written§and which have l^en 
published critical of the C^jnmission and I have scanned them ^11 and 
completely ?oead the first oi^ which was the Snly one that received 
very wide d^semination. work is schola'^y and evidence^ a 

tremendous ^^ount of research. His basic approach is not to ^ry to 
prove that ©Oswald was innoc«t although acc^tance of his inferences, 
etc., lead ^ that conclusion. g 5* 

His method is to restrfct his criticism^ to the actual i^or- 
mation whic^ the Commission ihad and he is critical of the Coi^ission 
only to th^degree that it (^legated too heayily to the staf:g. One 
of his strongest points of (feparture with tl^ Commission is the 
number of s£ots fired and oi;i:f which shots hit^Connally and/or 
the President, He complete^ agrees with yoBr thesis that n<^ one 
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shot hit boifeh President and ::i:he Governqr. Ete apparently belfeyes 
there ^^were at least f03ir shots fired a^d probably moreg thus 

destroying' the possibility ‘~that Oswald acte& alone and independently. 
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June 14, 1968 

Two statements in his book which perhaps are of interest to 
you are on page 188 in his conclusions: 

"The Senators who questioned Marina Oswald at 
that mysterious Sunday night hearing in September, 

1964 have serious doubts about the report that 
were confirmed by her performance.” 

0 

Also: 

"To anyone with any experience in investigation 
or analysis, the most incredible part of the 
Commission's inquiry is its complete lack of 
question or criticism of the police. It just 
is not possible that the police are as incompetent 
as this record shows . " 

Weisberg was at one time a Senate investigator and, through 
research, he has apparently become very knowledgable on all aspects 
of the Kennedy Assassination. 

I have any of his books which you may wish to see. 
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